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What Earthquake History? 


Qn the day that Japan surrendered in 1945, General Albert C. Wedemeyer (American 
commanding General, stationed near Chungking), tried to drive into Chungking for a 
conference with Chiang Kai-Shek. 


Just outside the city, he found the highway blocked by a milling, clamoring throng of 
Chinese — people of all ages, classes, and occupations. They were celebrating the surrender 
of Japan. 

They recognized the American general and surged toward him in an irresistible mass 
— picked him up and carried him for six blocks in a triumphal procession of joy. 


| The entire nation of China went on a binge of celebration, that day — expressing 
gratitude and thanksgiving for the United States of America. 


This same attitude prevailed in all other parts of the world. 


| In 1945, America stood astride the globe like a benevolent colossus. In the east and in 
the west, all around the world, we were respected — not just because of our undisputed 


military superiority. America was regarded as the liberator of the oppressed, as the beacon 
of hope for free men everywhere. 


In contrast, what was the position of the Soviet Union in 1945? The Soviet Union 
was weakened and impoverished. Many of her cities had been leveled and her industries 
destroyed. The barbaric behavior of Soviet soldiers in European zones of occupation had 
spread hatred. Throughout the world the Soviet Union was feared and despised. Inside the 
Soviet Union, the Russian people themselves hated the Soviets. They had commandeered 
and hidden away trainloads of guns and ammunition intended for use against the Soviets. 
They were on the edge of revolt, waiting only for a sign from America before arising to 
destroy the Kremlin tyrants who oppressed them. 


But the sign never came. 
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And in less than three years, we had become 
so flaccid and vacillating in our policy that the 
communist dictator, Tito, could shoot down 
American military planes and then, while 
boasting about what he had done, demand and 
obtain economic and military aid from 
America. 


By 1949, the nation of China — which 
only four years before had been wild with 
pro-American feeling — was in the hands of 
America’s enemy who murdered millions of 
America’s friends and brainwashed the re- 
maining millions of Chinese to believe that 
America is a hateful, evil power. 


In that same five-year period (1945-1950), 
the Soviets conquered and enslaved more than 
six hundred million people: a whole tier of 


central European states from the Baltic to the 
Adriatic, and all of China. 


Whereas in 1945, the world was standing 
ready and eager to follow America’s lead, in 
1950 we were leading no one. On the con- 
trary, our government was crushing us with 
taxes for handouts to practically all nations 
of the world, trying to bribe them not to fol- 
low the Soviet lead. 


~ What in God’s name had happened? What 
earthquake of history had occurred? Whose 
hand had led America down this path? 


By mid-1950 (thanks to Whittaker Cham- 
bers, Elizabeth Bentley, the Hiss case, and 
Joe McCarthy) the American people were 
asking such questions —and had begun to 
suspect whose hand it was. The hand that had 
been directing General Eisenhower in Europe; 
Truman, Marshall and Acheson in Washing- 
ton; and our State Department experts in the 
far east — directing them in decisions that 
had effected a ghastly shift of power from 
America to the Soviets — was it the hidden 
hand of the communist conspiracy that had 
wormed itself into policy-making positions in 
the American government, and into key posi- 
tions in American churches, American unions, 


American business organizations, American 
newspapers, magazines, and radio? 


This was an explosive situation. The minds 
of the people had to be distracted from such 
thoughts. The anti-communist movement 
must be discredited. All anti-communist lead- 
ers must be made to appear as fools and crack- 
pots—or as sinister people grasping for power. 


The communist party launched the cam- 
paign early in 1950 —coining the word 
McCarthyism and making Joe McCarthy the 
symbol of anti-communism in America. If 
they could destroy the symbol, they could 
destroy anti-communism. The liberal press 
took up the fight, and the battle against Mc- 
Carthyism was soon in full thunder. 


The attention of the public had to be 
decoyed away from the real struggle, immedi- 
ately, and focused on a side issue. 


And it was. The ten-year-old Smith Act 
was dusted off; and cases which had been 
lying around for years were suddenly pre- 


sented for prosecution. 


Congress passed the Smith Act in 1940, 
making it a crime for anyone to advocate 
overthrow of the United States government, 
by force and violence. 


But for ten years, the federal government 
instituted no prosecutions, although during 
that time the FBI had hundreds of cases ready 
and suitable for trial. 


Why the decision to prosecute a few com- 
munists in 1950 after a ten-year delay? 


The Smith Act trial of ten communists in 
1950 was a sop to public opinion. 


The trial in Judge Harold Medina’s court 
(New York) made headlines for months — 
and reassured the public. The people had 
wanted action against communists, and- 
weren’t they getting it now? Didn’t this prove 
that the administration was really anti-com- 
munist, and that it could proceed against 
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communism according to the orderly processes 
of law, and not in the hysterical, rabble- 
rousing way of McCarthy? 


At appropriate intervals from 1950 to 
1955, the public was distracted by other Smith 
Act trials of communist leaders. 


And then there were none. 


In the fall of 1954, the Eisenhower ad- 
ministration joined hands with McCarthy’s 
enemies in the Senate and put an end to the 
Senator’s fight against communism. 


McCarthyism was vanquished. It took sev- 
eral months to mop up isolated pockets of 
McCarthyite resistance. But in mid-summer, 
1955, the communists achieved another 
crowning victory: they got the summit con- 
ference at Geneva between Eisenhower and 
Krushchev-Bulganin—the meeting which the 
new Kremlin bosses had been demanding since 
1953. 


That broke the back of anti-communism in 


America. 


Now it was time to start getting the decoys 
off the hook, and out of jail: time to free the 


shabby, unimportant officials of the American 


communist party who had been convicted in 
a series of widely publicized Smith Act trials. 


This job had to be done “legally” and 
thoroughly. 


And it was. 


There would be little point in saving com- 
munists from prosecution in federal courts, 
if they could be prosecuted in state courts. 
The first step was to make it impossible for 
state governments to prosecute communists. 


This was done early in 1956. 
On April 2, 1956, the Supreme Court in a 


6-3 decision overturned the conviction of 
Steve Nelson (admitted communist party 
leader) who had been given a 20-year sentence 


in 1952 for violating the Pennsylvania state 
sedition law. 
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The court said that the Smith Act of 1940 
gives the federal government exclusive juris- 
diction in the field of sedition. 


The Smith Act of 1940 specifically pro- 
vides: 


“That nothing in this title shall be held to take away or 
impart the jurisdiction of the courts of the several states.” 


Counsel for the State of Pennsylvania called 
attention to this provision, and also introduced 
a letter from Congressman Howard Smith 
(who actually wrote the Smith Act and who 
is still a member of Congress) saying that in 
passing the Smith Act, Congress never had 
“the faintest notion” of nullifying state laws. 


Nonetheless, Earl Warren said: 


“The conclusion is inescapable that Congress has in- 
tended to occupy the field of sedition.” 


Now, it was time to start knocking down 
federal laws against communists. 


The Internal Security Act of 1950 requires 
any communist action organization to register 
with the Subversive Activities Control Board. 
If the communist party were compelled to 
register under this act, the party would be 
crippled, because it would have to disclose 
important information about itself, its officers, 
its contributors, its publications, and so on. 
But in the eight years since the law has been 
on the books, no communist group has been 
compelled to register. 


In 1953, when the public needed another 
satisfying distraction from the battle against 
McCarthyism, the Subversive Activities Con- 
trol Board made a formal finding that the 
communist party is a communist action or- 
ganization, controlled by, and devoted to 
advancing the aims of, the world communist 
movement. The SACB ordered the party to 


register under the Internal Security Act of 
1950. 


The public rejoiced. Here was widely pub- 
licized proof that Washington was anti- 
communist. 


Very little publicity was given to the fact 
that the communist party refused to register 
as ordered. 


With legal maneuvers, the party avoided 
compliance; and the Supreme Court avoided 
any pronouncement on the matter — until 
1956, when McCarthyism was dead and pub- 
lic opinion was in shape to tolerate softness 
toward communism. 


On April 30, 1956, the Supreme Court held 
that the Communist party did not have to 
register with the SACB, because the party 
claimed that some of the evidence against it 
was “tainted.” 


That was good enough for the time being, 
because removing the “tainted” evidence 
would take many months, or years — leaving 
the communist party free to operate as it 
pleased. Perhaps by the time the SACB got 
around to ordering once again that the com- 
munist party register, public opinion would 
be in shape to tolerate a complete junking of 
the Internal Security Act of 1950. 


And it was, as we shall see later. 


The April 2, 1956, Supreme Court decision 
had eliminated the possibility of state prosecu- 
tion of individual communists. The April 30, 
1956, decision had indefinitely delayed any 
federal action against the party organization 
itself. 


Now it was time to move against the Smith 
Act and get the comrades out of jail. 


Two Supreme Court decisions in June, 
1957, did the trick: 


(1) the Jencks Case decision — June 3 — 
which ruled that, if the government prosecutes 
communists, the government must disclose to 
. the communists all its secret investigative tech- 
niques and confidential information; and 


(2) the California Communist Case deci- 
sion — June 17 — which held that the Smith 
Act cannot punish anyone who advocates 
overthrow of the U. S. government by force 
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and violence as long as the advocacy is limited 
to “abstract principle” and does not recom- 
mend concrete acts of violence. 


On January 9, 1958, came the final blow: 
the United States Court of Appeals in Wash- 
ington (basing its decision on the Supreme 
Court’s 1957 findings in the Jencks case) said 
that the Subversive Activities Control Board 
can not order the communist party to reg- 
ister, unless the government shows the com- 
munist party all the secret reports used to 
make the finding that the party is a foreign- 
dominated communist-action group. The gov- 
ernment cannot, of course, make these secret 
files available without disclosing, and thus 
destroying, the FBI’s entire counter-espionage 
and counter-subversion system. 


Schizophrenia 


The Soviets launched Sputnik on October 
4, 1957. Since that day, leaders in all fields of 
American life, have bombarded the public with 
statements about what a terrible menace inter- 
national communism is — and how we must 
endure ever heavier taxes to fight communism. 


Yet, do these people — who tell us we must 
bankrupt ourselves to resist communism — 
really feel that communism is dangerous? 


On December 25, 1957, the New York 
Times reported that the Army was 


“completing an unpublicized program to reconsider the 
case of every soldier who has been discharged between 1948 
and 1955 as a security risk.” 


The report says that “many men” who had 
received undesirable discharges as security 
risks have now been given honorable dis- 
charges, with back leave pay, all army bene- 
fits, and eligibility for veterans’ benefits. 


On December 26, 1957, the Public Review 
Board of the United Automobile Workers 
(Walter Reuther’s union) said that five 


former communists had a right to keep their 
jobs with the UAW. The Board also “‘cleared” 
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five Fifth Amendment UAW officials — who 
in May, 1957, at hearings of the Senate In- 
ternal Security Subcommittee, had taken the 
Fifth Amendment and refused to answer 
questions about their alleged communist 
activities. 


And now (January, 1958), Supreme Court 
Justice William O. Douglas has published a 
book: The Right of the People. 


Mr. Douglas agrees with what the Kremlin 
has said all along, namely that prosecution of 
communists in America has been a miscarriage 
of justice, a hysterical-political persecution of 
a small minority who never did anything 
wrong — who were merely the peddlers of 
unwanted ideas. 


Justice Douglas says: 


“Then as now communists in the United States were the 
peddlers of unwanted ideas. They were more thoroughly 
investigated and exposed than any group in our history. 


“They were the most unpopular people in the land, in- 
capable of commanding enough votes to get elected to any 
office, no matter how lowly. Yet the court sanctioned the 
suppression of speech which Congress had determined to be 


‘dangerous’. .. . These decisions do not square with the First 
Amendment.” 


“Being close to American affairs in the 1950’s, I cannot 
conceive that the communists’ advocacy of the violent over- 
throw of government has convinced more than a handful of 


the American people. 


“Clear and present danger has become merely a con- 
venient excuse for suppression.” 


Even Justice Douglas, however, when he 
is talking out of the other side of his mouth, 
joins the scare propagandists who tell us how 
bad and dangerous communism is and how 
we must buckle down to fight it. 


On November 3, 1957, Justice Douglas, in 
a television interview at Washington, argued 
for limitless American aid to all of Asia. 


He said: 


“We must realize that the Kremlin is a tremendous threat 
vot only from the military standpoint but the political. 


“Our thinking has been too military. ... 


“Maintaining the status quo in Asia is insufferable. We 
must become identified somehow or other with the new 
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strong leaders. They’re socialists — most of them — but not 
communists. 


“We're going to end up needing many allies in the 
struggle between communism and democracy.” 


Is this not a case of schizophrenia? The same 
leaders of American public opinion who tell 
us that communism is or never was dangerous, 
and that all of our past prosecutions of com- 
munists were shameful persecutions, and that 
we must let all communists out of jail and 
never prosecute them again — also tell us that 
communism is a harrowing threat to every- 
thing we hold dear and that we must spend, 
even unto bankruptcy, to defend ourselves 
against communism. 


We are witnessing the simultaneous opera- 
tion of two major communist programs: 


(1) to maneuver America into spending 
herself into destruction; this long-range com- 
munist program was laid down by Lenin and 
Stalin many years ago; 


(2) to convince Americans that commu- 
nists are merely a harmless group of political 
liberals — so that Americans will scrap all 
programs designed to protect their govern- 
ment and their institutions against communist 
infiltration; this program is a continuation of 
the “stop McCarthyism” campaign which 
began in real earnest in 1950. 


What the Communists 
Have Done 


For three and a half years while an FBI 
agent, I worked exclusively on communist 
investigations. I followed commie leaders 
around, night and day, studied their speeches, 
kibitzed on their secret meetings, read their 
stupid literature. I regard them as the dullest, 
scurviest bunch of malcontents in the land. 


Not one American communist leader whom 
I ever saw — and I have seen most of them — 
has any outstanding intellectual attainments. . 
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There is not one of them who could sell an 
American audience on a communist program. 


Yet, look what they have accomplished! 


Note some specific accomplishments of the 
communist party in 1957 — 17 years after 
the Smith Act was passed, 7 years after the 
government had begun to use the law. 


On August 30, 1957, Congressman Francis 
E. Walter (Democrat, Pennsylvania) Chair- 
man of the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities, put into the Congressional Record 
a brief report of the Committee’s activities 
during the First Session of the 85th Congress. 


Here are some significant items from the 
report: 


1. “Paradoxically, the committee has found that at the 
very moment the Communist Party itself claims that its 
formal organization is disintegrating, the Communist appa- 
ratus has, in fact, been able to record some of its most im- 
portant accomplishments.” 


2. “One major focus of the committee’s work was com- 
munist propaganda — material imported from overseas, and 
newspapers and other literature published by the communist- 
controlled foreign-language press and communist publish- 
ing house in the United States. ... Irving Fishman, Deputy 
Director of Customs in New York City, testified that 
6,947,000 pieces of communist propaganda were imported 
into the United States last year as bulk mail; this, he added, 
does not include communist propaganda imported via first- 
class mail or diplomatic pouches.” 


3. “The committee this year extended its series of con- 
sultations with experts who have firsthand contact with the 
global program of the Kremlin. . . . Significantly, all of the 
witnesses who testified on international communism urged 
severance of diplomatic relations with the Kremlin and the 
satellite governments.” 


4. “The Committee on Un-American Activities this year 
also inaugurated publication of biographies of leaders of the 
Soviet Union and international communism. . :. The infor- 
mation contained in these biographies demonstrates beyond 
any doubt the hopelessness of attempting to negotiate with 
the leaders of international communism as if they were men 
of good faith.” 


5. “Another need was filled with the publication by the 
committee of an extensive report on communist political 
subversion — the campaign to destroy the security programs 
of the United States government....A prodigious cam- 
paign of political subversion, clandestinely directed by a 
nationwide apparatus of communist agents, menaces the 
entire security system of the United States. . . . If it continues 
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unabated, it promises the Kremlin a degree of success that 
never could have been achieved by the classic means of force 
and violence.” 


6. “The chief targets of the communist party in its polit- 
ical subversion campaign, the committee found, are the 
Walter-McCarran Immigration and Nationality Act, the 
Internal Security Act, the Smith Act, and, indeed, all other 
legislative and executive actions aimed against the Krem- 
lin’s operations in the United States. 

“The ... communist party has succeeded in establishing 
over 200 organizations to execute this campaign of political 
subversion. ... Through these organizations the communist 
party has been able to subject both major political parties, 
state legislatures, and the Congress, to an impact of letters, 
petitions, and personal appeals, all of which are designed 
to fabricate the impression that a popular sentiment exists 
for enfeebling the safeguards presently established by our 
immigration and security systems.” 


How could communists get so much done? 


What, according to Congressman Walter, 
is one of the “chief targets of the communist 
party in its political subversion campaign’’? 
The Walter-McCarran Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act! 


Do you think communists could talk Amer- 
icans into believing that this law is bad? 
Millions of Americans have been persuaded 
that the law is bad. 


Who did the persuading? Who have been 
the principal foes of this act ever since it was 
passed? Mr. Harry S. Truman and Mr. Dwight 
D. Eisenhower! 


Who are some principal cohorts of these 
two august crusaders against the immigration 
law that all communists want destroyed? All 
modern Republicans and all liberal members of 
Congressman Walter’s own Democrat Party? 


What, according to Congressman Walter, 
are some other “‘chief targets of the commu- 
nist party”? The Internal Security Act and 
the Smith Act! Do you think communists 
could persuade Americans that these laws 
against communists should be destroyed? The 
laws have been destroyed. Who destroyed 
them? Chief Justice Earl Warren and Asso- 
ciate Justice William O. Douglas, and their 
colleagues on the Supreme Court! 


=. 


How the Party Works 


The communist party apparatus (the offi- 
cial party with its known officers and leading 
members) performs in America four principal 
services for world communism: (1) it serves 
as a decoy; (2) it serves as a transmission belt 
for Kremlin orders; (3) it serves as an organ- 
izer of fronts; and (4) it serves as a recruiting 
agency for Soviet espionage. 


1. THE DECOY 


The official communist party draws the fire 
of public ‘indignation, of investigation agen- 
cies, and even of official prosecution — thus 
leaving the real work of communism to be 
carried on unnoticed and undisturbed by the 
fronts, and the misguided “liberals,” and the 
strategically placed sympathizers. 

The most spectacular single instance of the 
communist party performing its role as decoy 
was in the Smith Act trial of the ten commu- 
nist leaders in 1950 — discussed above. 


2. THE TRANSMISSION BELT 


When Moscow orders a particular attack 
on American public opinion, the official com- 
munist party in America transmits the orders 
_by announcing a set of “objectives.” The 
communist press starts hammering the new 
“line”? — demanding accomplishment of the 
objectives. 


from that university in 1938 and 1940. 


WHO IS DAN SMOOT? 


Dan Smoot was born in Missouri. Reared in Texas, he attended SMU in Dallas, taking BA and MA degrees 


Nothing is accomplished by this open agita- 
tion in the communist press — until the “‘re- 
spectable”’ press starts promoting the same 
line: in more refined tones, and frequently in 
a vein that, superficially, sounds anti-com- 
munist. 


Louis Budenz, former official of the com- 
munist party, USA, has testified that the party 
has approximately 1500 conscious sympa- 
thizers strategically placed in newspapers, 
magazines, and wire-services throughout the 
nation to do the job of planting the commu- 
nist line. 


It is an astonishing experience to watch the 
system work. During the McCarthy period 
(1950-1954) it was positively incredible. The 
communist party’s Daily Worker, in raucous 
tones, would open a new line of attack on Mc- 
Carthyism. Within a few weeks, the same line, 
more urbanely expressed, would show up all 
over the nation in such respected publications 
as The New York Times, The Denver Post, 
The Louisville-Courier Journal, T he San Fran- 
cisco Chronicle, The St. Louis Post-Dispatch, 
Life, Time, Look, McCall’s, Collier’s and so on. 


3. THE ORGANIZER OF FRONTS 

The communist party organizes “fronts” to 
promote the Kremlin’s major objectives. These 
usually have names like “Emergency Civil 


In 1941, he joined the faculty at Harvard as a Teaching Fellow in English, doing graduate work for the degree 
of Doctor of Philosophy in the field of American Civilization. 


In 1942, he took leave of absence from Harvard in order to join the FBI. At the close of the war, he stayed 


in the FBI, rather than return to Harvard. 


He served as an FBI Agent in all parts of the nation, handling all kinds of assignments. But for three and a half 
years, he worked exclusively on communist investigations in the industrial midwest. For two years following that, 
he was on FBI headquarters staff in Washington, as an Administrative Assistant to J. Edgar Hoover. 

After nine and a half years in the FBI, Smoot resigned to help start the Facts Forum movement in Dallas. As the 
radio and television commentator for Facts Forum, Smoot, for almost four years spoke to a national audience giving 


both sides of great controversial issues. 


In July, 1955, he resigned and started his own independent program, in order to give only one side — the side 
un 


that uses 


damental American principles as a yardstick for measuring all important issues. Smoot now has no 


support from, or connections with, any other person or organization. His program is financed entirely from sales of 
his weekly publication, The Dan Smoot Report. : 
If you believe that Dan Smoot is providing effective tools for those who want to think and talk and write on 


the side of freedom, you can help immensely by subscribing, and encouraging others to subscribe, to The Dan Smoot 
Report. 
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Liberties Committee” or “Religious Freedom 
Committee.”” Only a few communists are per- 
mitted to belong. The officials are, for the 
most part, respected liberals: preachers, col- 
lege professors, union leaders, Mrs. Roosevelt, 


and the like. 


The “official communist fronts” are the 
ones with enough known communists in key 
positions to justify a formal citation that they 
are controlled by the communist party. 


The most effective fronts are the secondary 
—or collateral — fronts. No Congressional 
or FBI investigation can touch these outfits. 
They have no known pro-communists in them. 
They usually operate as Public Affairs Discus- 
sion Groups, or World Affairs Councils, or 
something of the sort. Their rosters bristle 
with the names of people known as “‘conser- 
vative” leaders in the community. They are 
often financed by businessmen who think of 
themselves as anti-communist. They even, 
from time to time, veer away from the com- 
munist line on minor issues. 


The way to recognize them is to observe how 
consistently they stay on the side of the com- 
munists in the major issues. 


4. THE RECRUITING AGENCY 


Because it operates “openly” and “legally” 
the party can find people like Alger Hiss, 


Julius Rosenberg, Hal Ware, and can help 
recruit them into the Soviet espionage net- 
work. It also, of course, recruits the necessary 
leadership for the fronts and related activities. 


What Can We Do? 


We could effectively fight communism if 
Americans would find out what communism 
is — and then work as hard for American pro- 
grams as communists work for theirs. 


Communism is socialism. Socialism means, 
essentially, the transfer of power from indi- 
viduals to government — so that government 
can take our wealth and redistribute it among 
us equally, and thus manage our lives for us. 
All legislation — whether called new-dealism, 
modern republicanism, or anything else — 
which permits government to take money 
away from you so that it can give part back 
to you, and the rest to someone else, is 
socialistic. 


Until Americans learn this and find the 
courage to resist all socialistic legislation, they 
will never be able to resist communism effec- 
tively, because they will always be divided and 
confused, never understanding what they are 
resisting. 


If you do not keep a permanent file of The Dan Smoot Report, please mail this copy to a friend who is 
interested in sound government. 


DAN SMOOT, 
P. O. Box 1305 
Dallas, Texas 


Please enter my subscription for (____ ___ years) __months) to THE DAN 


SMOOT REPORT. I enclose $=; please bill me for 


Rates: $10 for 1 year 
$ 6 for six months 
$ 3 for three months 


Print NAME 


$12 first class mail 
$14 for air mail 
$18 for 2 years 
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